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itual fervor of so many great religious figures of the 
past.” (84) The fact that Joseph is the only prophet, 
true or false, who never once gave evidence of doubt- 
ing his calling, closely engaged the attention of the great 
Eduard Meyer, to whom the explanation is obvious: the 
prophet had a vision—a real vision—right at the 
outset of his career. If we do not accept that inter- 
pretation, we must follow Mrs. Brodie’s psychological 
gymnastics. Joseph Smith was a deceiver, she decides, 
and “the casual reader will be shocked by his 
deceptions . . . in the field of religion, where hon- 
esty and integrity presumably count for something.” 
(84) He had no honesty or integrity; instead 
he had a “highly compensated” but “very real” sin- 
cerity, however he had no real faith. And so now you 
know. “What Joseph created,” our authority tells us 
(100) “was essentially an evangelical socialism which 
made up in moral strength what it lacked in grandeur.” 
So, you see, the “completely undisciplined imagination, 
devoid of honesty and integrity and lacking, moreover 
“the diligence and the constancy to master reality” pro- 
duces an organization noted for its lasting stability and 
characterized by great moral strength! What kind of 
reasoning is that? If there is anything which should 
mark a brainchild of Brodie’s “Joseph,” that would 
be a tendency to grandeur and a lack of moral strength: 
just the opposite is found to be the case. 


Next in the process of Joseph’s evolution an amazing 
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nens. He performs a miraculous healing. “To 
ered ti os hake been overwhelmed by this miracle,” says 
sur chrewd informant, “for he had no idea how common 
qvere such occurrences.” (86). No idea! And that after 
Brodie has been at pains to tell us (14) how he had 
croun up ina world of “faith healers and cir Cuit-rider 
exancelicey” and camp-meeting miracles. Miracles of 
this sort had been his everyday fare from infancy and 
vet in 1830 he has no idea that faith cures are common 
occurrences. His performance is not half as overwhelm- 
1 as Brodie’s discovery. 
Shortly after this Joseph founds the church and 
“with an insight rare among the prophets of his own 
generation, he did not make a complete break with the 
past. He continued the story, he did not present a new 
cosmology.” (91). In her summing up, however, our 
author takes the prophet severely to task for this “in 
sight” and speaks bitter words: “Within the dogma 
of the Church there is no new Sermon on the Mount 
(why should there be? The old one is good enough.) 
no new saga of redemption . . .” Joseph Smith, accord 
ing to her, should have brought a new saga of redemp 
tion: she is actually disgusted with the man because 
he makes no attempt, absolutely none, to displace Jesus 
Christ! She is equally disgusted when at this time he 
—_ through revelation, depending on God rather 
than “standing squarely on his own feet.” (92). This 


to her can only mean that he is “still troubled by a sense 
of inadequacy.” 


thing hapy 
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This sort of forced and predetermined reasoning 
makes one wonder, but no more so than her observa- 
tions on the coined word “telestial” and the idea of a 
third degree of glory which is as that of the stars. It 
is almost unbelievable that anyone presuming to write 
on religion should not be perfectly familiar with this 
very well-established and ancient doctrine—it is regular 
old stock-in-trade in ancient times, though the sources 
were not accessible to Joseph Smith. They are acces- 
sible to Brodie, if she is competent to judge of religious 
matters, and true or false, the doctrine is anything but 
the fantastic aberration she makes it out to be. (118). 

At the end of 1832 we find Joseph Smith at last 
“taking himself very seriously as a prophet.” (123) 
And that after the Book of Mormon and the revela- 
tions and visions founding the church! He is moreover 
“beginning to grasp something of the tremendous po 
tentiality of his power.” That after his repeated descrip- 
tions of himself as the key character in the Dispensation 
of the Fulness of Times. Yet, at the end of 1833 he is 
“racked with a sense of impotance and irresolution,” 
without substantial ‘certainty of the divinity of his 
mission.” (138). It will be seen that Brodie’s argument 
throughout the whole period rests ultimately on noth- 
ing but her own insight into the inner, nay the uncon- 
scious mind of the prophet. 


Keeping to the evolution-at-any-price method Brodie 
notes that in 1834 “‘little by little Joseph came to under- 
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stand how basic were the animosities between his people 
and the old settlers.” (140), for of course it would 
never occur to him that there might be a basic animosity 
between his “small and peculiar people” and what he 
had repeatedly described as the doomed and wicked 
world of the last days. It was only with the troubles 
of Zion’s Camp, we are told (159) that he was shocked 
by a “first hand acquaintance with the ferocity of anti- 
Mormonism.” The affair in Ohio, where he had been 
the special victim of concentrated and deadly mob fury, 
d the awful times in Missouri, could not possibly 
ave made an impression on him, for don’t you see, all 
this is a matter of slow and gradual evolution. 

Now comes a “subtle change in his public attitude 
toward learning.” “Flinging aside his cloak of omnisci- 
ence” (not a very subtle gesture) he no longer “ex- 
ulted in his lack of learning.” (169). How a preten- 
tion to omniscience can go hand in hand with preten- 
tions to gross ignorance is not clear—especially since 
the omniscience was of a very tangible sort, dealing with 
all kinds of ancient languages and scientific truth. “Now 
he was at last pursuing knowledge the hard way,” and 
Brodie applauds (169). But in doing so she raises (and 
ignores) a very tough question. The hard research 
necessary to have produced the Book of Mormon, 
even as a work of pure fiction, must have been 
colossal; and, if there were no such research, then its 
production was at least a hundred times harder. The 

32 


— 


EvoLuTION AT ANY PRICE 


remembering of all those details without notes, the pres 
ervation of an even tone and regular flow, and that, 
without any revision or rewriting, or shuffling of notes, 
the mere writing of a big book—that takes hard think- 
ing. It is a book moreover that “shows elaborate design, 
its narrative is spun coherently, and it demonstrates 
throughout a unity of purpose” (170), according to 
Brodie—to have produced it with all the notes and aids 
and reference books in the world would have taken 
hard work. Yet our guide insists that Joseph Smith never 
studied “the hard way” until 1833. If this is so, how did 
he produce the Book of Mormon? 


Yet he no sooner suffers this change of heart than 
we find the prophet basely reverting again “into accus- 
tomed paths” and dictating a translation “by direct in- 
spiration from heaven.” The fact that he is not keeping 
the rule and evolving according to schedule disgusts our 
researcher. 
Then in 1836, being a man with “a hard core of 
common sense” and a “shrewd understanding” and 
moreover a complete and very resourceful opportunist, 
and much worried about the scientific risks his Book of 
; Mormon was running, Joseph Smith proceeds to lay 

himself wide open to the ridicule of scholars by a num- 
ber of very daring Egyptian interpretations (174). The 
only way to judge these is to present the documents to 


( Egyptian scholars who have no knowledge of their his- 
tory in America and compare their judgments with each 
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other and with the prophet’s. This has never been done. 
If we are to believe the latest authoritative utterance on 
the subject (H. Kees Aegypten p. 282) the dogmatic 
certitude of another day may well yield to the possibility 
that the real meaning of many Egyptian texts still eludes 
us. At any rate it is anything but the open and shut 
proposition that Brodie, the glib English major, makes 
it out to be. 

In the affairs of the bank, the saints were “robbed, 

abused and insulted” by the Prophet. Only strangely 
hey were not aware of the fact or seemed actually to 
enjoy it. It is not odd that “the gentiles shook their 
heads in wonder” at this strange contradiction. (210). 
It is odd, too, that only after this merciless exploitation 
“slowly something of the ruthlessness and cynicism of 
the frontier began to seep into his own thinking.” (211). 
It is true that “there is no trace of cynicism” in his acts 
or his writings, you understand—it is only in his 
thinking. 

In 1842 after years of temple building, Joseph Smith 
suddenly becomes a Mason and steals all their rites 
(280). Yet the temples do not change their design or 
their meaning The founding of an Endowment House 
and a temple at the same time, in 1841, shows, as Meyer 
observes, that the temple rites were well established be- 
fore then. (Ur. u. Gesch. pp. 166). In founding the 
rites “it is doubtful whether Joseph sensed the truly 
staggering implications” of the system. More than ten 
years before, Elijah himself had brought the keys to this 
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work “lest the whole earth be smitten with a curse”—- 
but Joseph failed to realize that it was really a big thing 
(282). Repeatedly our guide refuses to give Joseph 
Smith credit for knowing what he was about, in spite of 
his own emphatic declarations on the subject, she knows 
that he is really undergoing a slow evolution, stumbling 
blindly forward from one surprise to the next. 

Thus she can give us the glib assurance that “Joseph 
laid no great emphasis on the temple ordinances” (283) 
even though the one consuming interest of his life was 
temple building. He was simply interested in “pomp and 
spectacle” of the temple. Then where are the candles 
and drapes, the bells, incense, jewels and glass and gold, 
where the chants and processions, the scarlet and purple, 
in short all the legitimate Oriental fixtures of other 
cults? Where are the old accepted and sure-fire 
properties of “pomp and spectacle,” Christian and 
pagan, in every age? Why are the temples so austere? 
Where is the “intense color and luxuriant detail” he 
loved? It is simply another case of the facts stating one 
thing and Brodie stating another, basing her assertions 
on her own imponderable knowledge of Joseph's inmost 
mental processes. 

As he approaches the end of his career it is “now 
easy for him to believe” that “God had willed” his suc- 
cess (285). After what he has been through it is about 
time. Yes, “Joseph was coming to look upon himself as 
the key figure in the setting up of a great religious king- 
dom” (286). And what, pray, did he think he was 


35 


EvoL.uTIon AT ANY PRICE 


doing all those years during which he was receiving 
revelations by the dozen, writing the Book of Mormon, 
building temples, establishing the church, and what not? 
Was that all just a game with no idea behind it? 


Next an Episcopal divine claims that Joseph Smith 
said a Greek psalter was really Egyptian. In the speech 
in which he gives himself away, Joseph is quoted as say- 
ing things such as, “Them characters is like the letters 
that was engraved on the golden plates.” Now Joseph 
Smith in 1842 never made that remark. The descrip- 
tion of the grotesque illiterate is a false one, not merely 
‘exaggerating the imperfections of Joseph’s grammar” 
s Brodie claims, but exaggerating to a degree which 
amounts to pure fabrication. The language is invented 
(whole volumes of Joseph’s own words have survived 
from this period); the character is totally out of keep- 
ing with the prophet’s fine style and grand manner in 
1842: it is the picture and the language of another per 
son that the Rev. Caswall does not scruple to invent. 
Yet this book, published in England, is the only evidence 
for the story. Since inventing stories about Joseph Smith 
was a popular parlor-game with respectable people, and 
since Bro. Caswall is not over-scrupulous, and is cer- 
tainly over-eager, what value is to be placed on the 
story at all?* It needs corroboration, and Brodie finds 
such in a most wonderful manner. 

When sometime after this most dubiously attested 
event a really clever trap is set, Joseph does not walk 


pecther a eames 
4#Sce note on pp. 41-42. 
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into it. That, for Brodie, proves the Caswall story, for 
why was he so devilishly clever unless “he had been 
made cautious by the Greek psalter trick?” (291). This 
is known as playing with loaded dice, it usually gets a 
D-Minus on a term paper. 


Comes the problem of polygamy. ‘Paul had said 
that in heaven there would be no marriage or giving in 
marriage, but Joseph taught that this would not apply 
to his Saints” (299). Quite the contrary, it is the literal 
acceptance of this very doctrine that makes the endow- 
ment work on this earth so urgent. It is remarks like 
the above that betray a complete misunderstanding or 
wilful distortion of the most elementary aspects of 
Mormonism. They also betray something else: Mrs. 
Brodie deals lightly with the Holy Writ, for it is not 
Paul but Jesus to whom the remark is attributed by no 
less than three gospels. To explain the loyalty of 
sensible women to the institution, Brodie can think of no 
better line than her old chestnut: the doctrine somehow 
had great “magnetism.” In her treatment of the subject 
her sources are extremely weak. In any city in the 
United States almost any day of the year young women 
may be found making vivid, full, circumstantial and sin- 
cere accusations against attackers which are found upon 
investigation to be nothing more than the objects of 
their own over-wrought desires and imaginings. This 
does not mean that such accusations are necessarily 
false, but it does mean that they call for corroboration. 
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And better corroboration than the words of J. C. Ben- 
nett, whom Brodie willingly condemns as untrustworthy 
—but only after his words have sunk in. 

In the matter of Joseph Smith's wives, Mrs. Brodie 
feels free to pick and choose at will: some of the mar- 
riages were entirely spiritual, she freely admits—not 
all—but some. And by pure inference she can tell us 
just which were and which were not. (338). She never 
explains why, with his passionate desire for progeny, 
he had so few children. 

By the end of 1843, to fit the evolutionary scheme 
of things, “Joseph was now fully intoxicated with power 
and drunk with visions of Empire and apocalyptic glory 
(354) he by now had become a law unto himself,” with 
“utter incapacity for contentment with a moderate suc- 
cess” (362). Yet this maniac “suffered no illusions 
about his chances of winning the supreme political post 
in the nation” (362); his campaign utterances are 
models of acumen and common sense—“What other 
voice in all the madness was so sane?” asks Don C. 
Seitz in his study of the campaign of 1843 (Uncommon 
Americans, p. 13). Yet Brodie passes the speeches and 
writings of the campaign by in perfect silence—they 
would destroy her smooth curve of evolution. 

Still more wonderful, at this time his idea of the 
Kingdom of God on earth becomes “subtly transformed 
from a mere symbol to a thing of substance” (356). 
Brodie entitles her chapter on the affairs of Kirtland 
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many years before “My Kingdom is of This Farth”: 
w she decides that from the beginning the whole 


has been “a mere symbol” without substance. 


When Joseph Smith says that the power of truth 

alone will bring all nations under the gospel, Brodie 
s good enough to correct him: “This was only partly 
the Legion now numbered almost 4,000 men” 
_ So the leader who had often ordered his own 
men to desist from conflict and readily admitted defeat 
when out-numbered, who on the same page is described 
as realizing that he cannot cope with the violence on the 
local frontier and will have to emigrate, and who suf- 
fered no illusions in things political, this same man 
believes he can subject all nations with a band of “al- 
most 4,000 men!” 

For evolution had made him drunk with pride: “AL 
most never these days did Joseph step outside himself 
ind look with surprise and humility at what he had 
become” (386). How does she know? How can she 
check up on such a deeply subjective matter? By pure 
intuition, to be sure. Thus she and she alone can tell 
us that Joseph’s remark ““No man knows my history,” 

c., was delivered “in a wanton moment of self-search- 
ing, with a kind of wonder” (366). Who said so? The 
reader who has planked down four dollars has a right 
to expect something better than proof that is always 
found to rest on nothing but the woman's instincts. 

When the Expositor wrote “We will not acknowl- 
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edge any man as king or lawgiver to the church,” it was 
repeating a hackneyed 4th of July phrase. Yet Brodie 
sees in this “an unmistakable allusion to Joseph's king- 
ship,” (375) for which virtually no other evidence ex- 
ists. If he actually was acclaimed king, why doesn’t 
the Expositor say so? Why does it attack his kingship 
by a perfectly familiar figure of speech and then say no 
more? 

The culminations of Joseph’s megalomania finds him 
without courage, “empty of conviction when he needed 
it most” (376). Again we search for the little birdie 
that tells little Brodie these things. “He stood proudly 
before his men, betraying nothing of the tumult and 
anxiety raging within him” (378). Since he betrayed 
nothing by look, word or gesture of his inner feelings, 
we take the liberty to report that he was really thinking 
of a fishing trip made on his seventh birthday; there is 
no evidence for this, but, of course, his thoughts were 
perfectly concealed, you know. Is this history? To pre- 
sent as facts what a man might have, or could have or 
even possibly would have been thinking on an occasion 
when, far from revealing his thoughts, he covers them 
up, is a good game; but a book built up of alternate 
layers of psychological speculation and haphazard 
sources that only support them if accepted with a cer- 
tain peculiar interpretation—such a book is not history. 

In all her account of the evolution of things, Brodie 
never once mentions the true name of the Church, 

40 


EVOLUTION AT ANY PRICE 


though great importance has always been placed upon it 
by the Mormons. For if she lets out that the church 
received its long title by revelation in 1838 her picture 
of endless and dubious gropings suffers an eclipse. The 
name describes a very specific thing and implies an un- 
varying and uncompromising program. It is undeviat- 
ing and unshakable firmness of the prophet in following 
a single line that Meyer, our learned control, finds “so 
astounding,” and that makes the survival of the church 
in his opinion “well-nigh incomprehensible” in view of 
its rigid and inflexible stand. For him the whole sig- 
nificance of Mormonism in world history lies in the fact 
that it is one of a few “revealed” religions (Offen- 
barungsreligion) like primitive Christianity and Islam, 
and is not essentially the product of evolution or study. 
Brodie has missed this basic point entirely. She does 
not even seem to be aware of the fact that there are 
such religions, and that they have nothing in common 
with the run-of-the-mill cults of the sectarians and scho- 
lastics. 


NOTE ON CASWALL: In his Mixed Voices this writer has 
pointed out that the Rev. Caswall published not only one but 
no less than six conflicting versions of his famous interview with 
Joseph Smith. It is a moot question whether it is more reprehen- 
sible for a biographer to be ignorant of such a vital and readily 
accessible fact as this, or to conceal it if he knows of it. With 
characteristic cunning Mrs. Brodie cites as her source for the 
story Caswall’s earliest version, that of 1842, while the tale she 
actually tells is the elaborately revamped version of 1831, to 
which she adds important touches of her own not to be found 
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in any of Caswall’s accounts. A little of her vaunted “primary 
research” could have shown Mrs. Brodie that while Caswall’s 
Psalter trick was carefully prepared in advance, the interview 


with the prophet never took place. 


